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Note From The Editor 





REETINGS, FELLOW ANALYSTS AND 

welcome to another foray into publish- 

ing excellence. Our cover is a reflection 
of the way things ought to be. It is also a 
means for me to give a nod of agreement 
to Time, which proclaimed me “the most 
popular broadcast commentator of the 
age, maybe ever.” How true. As fur- 
ther evidence, if any were needed, 
that ours is the Era of Limbaugh, I 
am now an official inductee into 
the Radio Hall of Fame. 

In this issue we tackle what 
has been characterized as the 
greatest threat to democracy 
and the future of the republic 
(besides talk radio) — religious 


“Dittos, Rush” 


‘om across the fruited p' 


Americans don’t recognize the 
virulent symptoms ... they 
haven't lived through socialist 
“paradise.” I lived in Russia, where 
everyone depended on 
the Dear Communist Party. 


— Marina SELITSKy, 
Baa Cynwyp, PA 
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I just devoured your latest newsletter within an 
hour of its arrival, While reading your letters I 
often think of two people who have fallen victim 
to the mainstream media. What's a concerned 
friend to do? Tonight, I ordered each of them a 
subscription to The Limbaugh Letter ... in hopes it 
will bring them to their senses and back to the 
values with which they were raised. Neither of 
them will know who sent this healthy dose of 
conservatism until Christmas, when I confess, 

— DP, RICEVILLE, TN 
T suggest you wait until Valentine’ Day... to allow 
for the six-week period of convulsive outrage and 
hysteria that typically occurs as a liberal sheds 
feel-good clichés and finds the courage to believe 


the truth 
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people. Liberals are getting so hysterical, so bent 
out of shape about this, folks, that they've added 
it to their litany of epithets: You racist! Bigot! 
Homophobe! You member of the religious right! 
It is a telling phenomenon, and I examine its sig- 
nificance here, as only I can. Learn it, love it, live 
it, Go ahead — launch yourself into the nation’s 
best monthly literary excursion into the truth 
Travel down the only information super- 
highway you need, no tolls, no taxes, no 
regulation. Steep yourself in the bracing 
vigor of America’s vital national interest: 
me. It will fill you with optimism and 
good cheer ... to make your holi- 
days ever happier and more joyful. 


Eprror-tN-CHIEF 


Americans don't recognize the virulent symp- 
toms ... they haven't lived through socialist “par- 
adise.” Before I came to this country in 1978 I 
lived in Russia, where everyone had free medical 
care, free education, practically free apartments; 
everyone had a job and a few dollars in salary, 
Everyone depended on the will of the Dear 
Communist Party. Thank you for your creativity, 
your passion, your resourcefulness, your humor. 
Your diagnosis is amazing, and your medicine is 
great. — MARINA SELITSKy, BALA CyNwyp, PA 
Which is why, lovely and gracious Marina, I am the 
Doctor of Democracy. 


Tam in receipt of my first issue of The Limbaugh 
Letter and it is a joy to behold. I am a college-edu- 
cated, National-Guard-serying conservative, You 
are a voice in the wilderness and have helped lead 
many of us out of it. I now use my own voice to 
oppose the liberal takeover of America. I write 
letters to the editor, the President, Congress, and 
anyone else I feel needs it. Rush, don't cave in 
under any circumstances. Thanks for being there 
when America needed you. We'll be there when 
you need us. — Roy L. WINANS, JOPLIN, MO 
There 1s no need to cave, Roy, because we are win- 
ning. We just need to learn to claim victory now 
and then and keep the left from stealing it from us 
Know also that yours is a message that I take very 
seriously indeed. 


I have just received and read The Limbaugh 
Letter, and it leaves me with an emptiness inside, 
knowing that it will be another thirty days before 
reading your wisdom. Could a bi-monthly publi- 
cation be a possibility? 

— Rick GIRDNER, OKLAHOMA Crry, OK 
We are currently looking into many possibilities, 
Rick ... more pages, more often, more photos, more 
me. Well keep you informed 
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America Needs More God 


RIENDS, WHILE THE CLINTONS ARE 
selling government health care as 
the answer to your longing for 
“security,” more and more of 
American society is coming unglued. For 
the last thirty years, the country has 
endured a steady assault on the very 
assumptions that maintain civilizauon — 
the most basic of which 1s the assumption 
you will survive unul sundown 
I don't need to tell you that ours is the 
most violent society in the industrialized 
world. You already perceive that to be the 
case. News stories about tourist killings in 
Florida, about the mayor of Washington, 
D.C. — who presides over the U.S. mur- 
der capital, with over 400 killed this year 
— pleading for the National Guard to pre- 
vent her subjects from offing each other, 
have highlighted the national consensus 
that we are reaching critical mass. In city 
after city, civil order has evaporated; 
domestic tranquility has been annihilated; 
the center does not hold. 
The statistics alone are horrific. Every 
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year in the United States, 23,000 citizens 
are murdered. Over six million other vio- 
lent crimes — rapes, assaults, robberies — 
are committed annually. According to 
the FBI, the number of violent crimes 
reported to police jumped from 168 
per 100,000 people in 1963 to 758 
per 100,000 people today. 

The growing menace on the streets has 
led to some new terms, completely 
unknown to our parents. Drive-by shoot- 
ings. Gang-banging. Carjackings. This 
language of the times illustrates that we are 
literally under siege; such acts of predation 
have been known before only in war. 

Mothers are shot dead while waiting 
with their toddlers at bus stops. Young 
children are killed — in their own homes 
— when bullets fired in a neighborhood 
drug dispute fly through locked apartment 
doors. Teenagers knife each other in school 
corridors over an insult or the desire for a 
certain style of coat; they shoot hapless 
passersby who are guilty of nothing but 
possessing appealing jewelry or any cash at 


all. In modern lingo, such teenagers 
call ir “getting paid.” Just as often, the 
motive is not robbery, It is the pleasure of 
the killing itself. 

And those pulling the trigger or slash- 
ing flesh are often so young — 15, 14, 13, 
even 12 — and so chillingly remorseless 
that it defies explanation. 


R DOES IT? LOOK AT THE 

violence done to our most 

precious and essential institu- 

tion — the family. In the 

past 30 years, the divorce rate has quadru- 

pled. Even more damaging is the skyrock- 

eting rate of illegitimacy — arguably 

the most significant bellweather of 

future societal disintegration. In 1991 

unmarried mothers bore 1.2 million chil- 

dren — almost 30 percent of all births. 

In many of our inner cities, the figure is 
over 80 percent. 

According to a 1990 survey by the 

Centers for Disease Control, close to 75 

continued on page 11 








My conversation with 





Folks, I am pleased to Thomas E. 
Flanigan 


acquaint you with the 
brilliance of my good 
friend, the Limbaugh 
Institute's honorary 
investment advisor, 

Tom Flanigan: 


Rush: Tom, you control the 

investment of a pool of moncy 

in the neighborhood of $45 or 
$48 billion. 


Flanigan: $50 billion. I'm 
the chief investor of the California 
State Teachers Retirement 

System, which is one of the 


two big pension funds in 
California. 


Rush: $50 billion of other people's 
money. And you're responsible for not 
a only preserving principal, but for 

growth. Without specifics, because I 
we know you can't do that, what areas do 
P you look to as you invest other people's 

money to make sure it grows in value? 


Flanigan: We're at a defining moment in histo- 
ry in terms of 
public pension 
fund manage- 
ment. A very funda- 
mental question 
has been asked: Is it 
fiduciarily imprudent not 
to diversify internationally? 
The answer is: Yes. 


this point. 


Rush: In other words, Should you invest in 
places other than the United States? The simple 
fact of the matter is — it’s a must. Is it not? 


Flanigan: Correct. Our pension system 

began investing in international securities about 

a year ago, and those markets are up more than 

20 percent since then. So, diversification works. 

We've been in the top decile — the top tenth per- 
centile — for five years, which we're very proud of. 


Rush: | know something’s bothering you. You've gor 
a bunch of public figures who look at your money and all 
the other pools of money in pension funds and say; “Wow, 
cold cash! I'd like to get my hands on that and build some infra- 
structure.” Let's say this administration wants to get its claws on 
the 2 '/2 rrillion dollars of pension money out there. How do you 
stop them? 


Flanigan: It’s a very good question. Pension funds are gaining a 
Jor of attention, because we are the only viable pools of monies in 
the country today that are expanding. Bur these are trust funds, 
Rush, and they're supported by fiduciary laws. The trustees will 





Rush: You've said the country is poised to 






move to the right, to vote against t 
liberal policies that have led us to 


ward off any attempt to sequester assets 
in an imprudent fashion 


Rush: If they take your money, if some 
federal or state officials come in and get 
their hands on just a portion of your 
money to build a housing project or 
whatever, how do you ever get it back? 


Flanigan: They're not going to get their hands 
on the money unless they can secure it and guaran- 
tee us some type of risk-adjusted rate of return. 


Rush: If they're going to secure any money they 
get, what is so attractive about pension funds? Is it 
because it’s cash? 


Flanigan: Why did Willie Sutton hang around 
banks? Because that’s where the money 
was. It’s one of the major challenges the public 
pension funds are going to face over the next 
four or five years. 


Rush: For as long as I've known you, you've had a theory you've 
been trying to get people to heed, about why we should lower the 
capital gains rate 


Flanigan: The Reagan tax cut in 1981 gave us the greatest peri- 

od of job growth and the greatest period of revenue growth in 

modern history. And most of the job creation was in the small 
business arena. 


You often hear politicians talking about 
a capital gains tax cut being a tax cut 
for the rich, But I believe a capital 
gains tax cut would benefit everybody. 
You would rally the dollar. You 
would lower interest rates. You would 
- have capital driving into the system which will help de-leverage 
corporate America. And it would also cut the tax liability at the 
local level. 


Rush; From whom? Who has all this money waiting to be 
turned loose? 


Flanigan: It would come from outside the U.S. Obviously, if 
you cut the capital gains tax, it’s going to make our equity arena 
much more attractive. Capital will be invested here much as we are 
now inyesting internationally, Non-dollar capital will pour into 
the system. 


Rush: You say a reduction in the capital gains rate will have 
far more impact on retirees than on “the rich.” | remember 
you once had a meeting with John Sununu, trying to conyince 
him that the primary beneficiaries of a capital gains tax cur would 
be pensioners. 


Flanigan: Exactly. The total amount of inyestable pension sys- 
tems in America approaches $4 trillion. Roughly 70 percent of all 
working taxpayers in this country are members of a pension sys- 
tem — and approximately 45 percent of those assets are invested 
in domestic equities, If you cut the capital gains tax, it is a tax cut 
for America. It is not a tax cut for the rich. 
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Never forget, Rush, that the two most valuable assets the average 
American has are the value of his home and the future value of his 
pension. That's what he’s relying on for his later years. But his 
housing value has diminished significantly. He's now left with 
what's called the purchasing power parity of his pension system 
when he retires. So he’s very much concerned about the perfor- 
mance of that pension fund. If you cut the capital gains tax, its 
going to significantly improve the performance of the pension sys- 
tem over the long term. 


Rush: So why do people in the Democratic party insist the capi- 
tal gains tax cut is only for the rich? If ir would help people, if ic 
would help the economy, why oppose it? 


Flanigan: It's politically appetizing to do so. Class envy is a 
much easier sell. The soak-the-rich message plays, though “the 
rich” are really the people who create and invest the capital that 
moves the country forward. Critics of the capital gains tax cut 
never mention that there are many trickle-down benefits ... if you 
want to use that term. 


Rush: We do. 
Flanigan: Good 


Rush: I had a litle conversation about you with the radio audi- 
ence recently, | told them that for years this guy Flanigan has been 
talking about his deflationary theory. And it’s been an entertaining 
hypothesis. But now it looks as though many of the details he's 
been predicting are actually on the horizon, So, Tom, what is a 
deflanonary cycle? And why is it bad? 


Flanigan: I've actually said it’s a disinflationary-deflationary 
cycle, Rush. The disinflationary cycle that began in the early 1980s 
is the main reason interest rates have dropped from double digits 
to around 6 percent now. Disinflation-deflation is an inability of 
business to maintain pricing power. Deflation is when prices actu- 
ally drop. Businesses want to sell the 
greatest number of units at the highest 
possible price. Over the last ten years, if 
you look at worldwide competition, 
production has had to contract in order 
to reduce costs. The increased debt load has been 
taken on by the consumer — who drives 
two-thirds of the world’s economy, Rush. The 
consumer has retrenched along with the rest of the 
corporate world, 


This has cut back on demand. It has led to corporate restructuring 
— layoffs, cost controls. In order to increase sales and maintain 
market share, companies have been forced to cut prices and profit 
margins. And certain sectors of the world have been burdened 
with increased taxation ... the U.S. among them. 


Interestingly enough, increased taxation to take care of the socialis- 
tic side of the equation seems to be reversing itself everywhere but 
America. The United States, the country that beat down the threat 
of that virulent form of socialism known as Communism, is now 
perhaps the last bastion of socialism. 


Rush: All the West European democracies that tried it are 
falling apart. 


Flanigan: You're absolutely correct, Rush. Most countries are 
moying to the right. 


Rush: So what is the disinflationary-deflationary aspect to this? 
When the production side cannot service the debt, and you've gor 
to lay off people to reduce your cost, how does that impact the 
value of the dollar? 


Flanigan: Taxpayers know they can't 


write the check any longer. Big 
government can't solve anything 
Mints mecleM ers em Cameo eo) 
safely educated 







Flanigan: We do not operate in a vacuum. Growth 
in the U.S. economy is a function of the level of 
interest rates and growth in the rest of the world in 
addition to consumer demand. Everyone knows 
there's been a severe economic contraction in 
both Europe and Japan, coupled with what I 
think is a worldwide, long-term disinflationary 

cycle. The rapidity with which Japan and 

the German Bundesbank lower rates will | 
determine the timing and strength of ~ 
recovery in the U.S. and the rest of the 

world. So far, Germany has been reluctant to 
aggressively lower rates. 


Rush: How would thar matter to the guy who is, 
say, working in St. Louis, at a McDonnell- 
Douglas plant, and doesn’t have the slightest 
knowledge about the Bundesbank, may never 
have heard of it? 


* 
hs 
Flanigan: In my judgment, the lack of se ( 
aggressiveness by the Bundesbank to lower & } 
rates, combined with Clinton's tax bill and 7 
health-care reform proposal will probably 
cause the economy to roll over in mid to 
late 1994. 


As a result of Clinton's tax plan, mar- 
ginal tax rates will experience their 
largest increase since the 1930s. There's 
concern on the part of the consumer and small i 
business due to the tax increase. And it will hic peo- 
ple harder than they expect, because President ps 7 
Clinton said it wouldn't hit them. The uncertain; = 








ty of the cost of the health package is causing 

many in small busi- 

ness to reassess hiring 
needs. Some are even cut- 
ting back on part-time 
help until the cost is 
clarified. 


Rush: When | am 
explaining your disinflationary-defla- 

tionary cycle theory, the one place I always have trou- 

ble, Tom, is that most people have been taught thar | 

inflation is bad and deflation is good. People don’t 

like inflation. You lose the value of your money t 

with inflation. — 





Flanigan: But if you borrow money, and can pay 
it off in cheaper dollars, then inflation is good. 


Rush: Right. 


Flanigan: All right, And deflation is bad, because it’s bad for 
pricing power. In a disinflationary cycle, price increases don't stick. 
And that’s what's happening right now. It has a lot to do with the 
lack of consumer confidence. 


Rush: But aren't lower prices better for the consumer? I'm nor 
talking about equity prices. I'm talking about the price af milk, che 
price of washing machines, Has this deHationary cycle that you see 
in the equities business affected the consumer market? 


Flanigan: When you look at it exclusively from the 
consumer's perspective, and he can get the same product at a 
lower cost, it’s beneficial to him. 








Rush: Right 


Flanigan: Bur on the other hand, if the demand is not there for 
that product, manufacturers can't make money and are forced to 
lay off people — which is what's happening in this restructuring in 
America. Businesses have to pare down their operations so they 
can produce the product at the cheapest possible cost and com- 
pete. So, yes. The consumer gets the product cheaper. But other 
things impact his buying habits, such as job security, and increased 
taxes, decreased disposable income, increased health-care costs. 


Rush: Yeah, And so a price can actually be low and beneficial to 
the consumer, buc go so low that it doesn’t benefit manufacturers 
or employees. You're out of balance. In other words, no product is 
worse than a low price 


Flanigan: Right. If you can’t sell your product, you go out 
of business 


Rush: We're not trying co frighten people here — 
this is just one man's opinion — but you've said that 
there's a good chance, because of the disinflationary- 
deflationary cycle, thar mid-"94 will begin to show 
signs of a recession, You've said this recession will have 
an impact on the ‘94 elections. And you've said che 
country is poised to move to the right, to vote against 
the liberal policies that have led us to this point. You 
still stand by thar? 


Flanigan: Yes. Particularly on budgetary policies. I 
think the taxpayer has some visceral concerns, Rush. 
This is not rocket science — it’s common sense. I 
think there are four issues that go to the heart of the 
matter. First, taxpayers know they can't write the check 
any longer. Second, they know that big government 
can't solve anything. Third, they can’t get their 
children safely educated. And fourth, they can't take 
a two-block walk after dinner without feeling 
endangered. 


I think those issues, combined with the financial wor- 
ries relative to increased taxation, are going to have a 
tremendous impact on the direction of this country, 
somewhat commensurate with what's happened in the 
failed socialist policies in Europe. Recent elections pro- 
vide evidence that they're moving to the right, not 
only in Europe, but in Japan. 


If you go back to the 70-year-philosophical battle 
between capitalism and socialism, which was defeated, 
in my judgment, overwhelmingly through the efforts 
of people like Ronald Reagan — 


Rush: Yes! 


Flanigan: — it’s very interesting that the U.S. has defined the 
theater of the future, which is global capitalistic competition, 
and yet we appear to be one of the only nations in the free 
world whose leaderhip 1s advocating socialist policies and bigger 
government. 


Rush: In fact, aren't the people in Europe — France, Belgium, 
Germany — looking over here and saying: “I can't believe it! Our 
biggest competitor is going our way, Our way is wrong. We're try- 
Ing to correct ourselves. And they're going to saddle themselves 
with burdens they're not going to be able to escape.” 





Flanigan: I've heard those kinds of questions as I've traveled in 
Europe. They're confused. 


Rush: Are they relieved to see their competitor go down 
the wrong path? 


VAM rN) 
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theater of 


capitalistic 


advocating 
socialist 


policies. 





Flanigan: | don't think so. Never forget, Rush, that we operate 
in a global environment. The U.S. economy has an enormous 
effect on everyone else. Hopefully, we won't suffer through a pro- 
tectionist period. 


Rush: Do I sense a pro-NAFTA position? 





Flanigan: Exactly. And a pro-GATT position, People need a 
demand for their exports. And we are the major consumers of the 
world. Without our participation, their economies can't lift either, 


Rush: Now, that sounds strange. That sounds as if we don’t want 
Mexico to go pffffi! We want Mexico to rise, to become strong, so 
that they can buy our exports. 


Flanigan: Exactly. | think the opposition to NAFTA has been 
either political or short-sighted. There’s no question that NAFTA 
provides a terrific opportunity for both sides of the border. Ir'll 
improve the standard of living over time in Mexico, which will 
create greater demand for our products. Certain 
regional areas of the country will benefit immensely, 
such as Texas and California. The fastest-growing sec- 
tor of our export business at the moment on a percent- 
age basis is to Latin America. 


Rush: Yes. People have failed to think of that. Here's 


this burgeoning growth in our own hemisphere, and 
its obvious that if we build walls around our country 


PdiCcMiti ates = and refuse co invest there, that the Japanese and 


Germans and whoever else can get there, will. 


global Flanigan: Absolutely. They'll have another market to 


sell to. They'll have another market to produce goods 
at a cheaper level. It’s interesting that the critics of 
NAFTA have said that this is going co damage employ- 


Cfoviiteldidteyiem ment here. I believe that the increased demand, com- 


mensurate with the increased export percentages that 


Yet our are occurring exponentially at the moment, will 


increase jobs by far. I don’t think we're going to lose 


leadership any jobs, 


Rush: The very idea that we're going to be noncom- 


is now petitive with Mexico is a scare tactic that guys like 


Perot are using to frighten people. I think there's a big 
labor opposition more than anything else 


Flanigan: | agree, and it’s short-sighted. We can 
never forget that we have to compete with the rest of 
the world. I think we're in an interesting time, Rush, 
and a defining moment in history. And the bottom line 
for the American future is that citizens must be confi- 
denc if they invest their intellectual capital and their 
hard-earned capital, they're going to be rewarded. The risk/reward 
equation is the greatest stimulus to a capitalistic society. 

Rush: That's a key point. Nobody feels like they're being reward- 
ed for any investment they make, in education, in time, in effort. 
The disincentives are everywhere 





Flanigan: True. Bur I believe the American public is going to 
stand up and be counted more so than ever over the course of the 
next two years, and the electoral process will restore those sense of 
values to the American capitalistic system. 


Rush: So, who do you want to be President? 


Flanigan: I'd say Rush Limbaugh, but you'd think I was being 


patronizing. 


Rush: The truth is what we want here. So, we'll take it. Hey! This 
has been grear. | understand this a bit more even than I did before. 


Flanigan: It’s good to talk to you, Rush. a 
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Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — | AM... 


Equal Time 









RUSH IN PRINT 


My friends, as I the fastest-selling book 
keep telling you, we _ in publishing history, 
are winning. I show with an initial print 
here just a sampling run of 2 million 
of recent press cover- copies. Naturally, all 
age. You've read, of _ of the records that my 
course, the Time cover _ second tome is break- 
story. The best-selling ing were set during 
December issue of the previous year 
Playboy — in which my penetrating inter- _by ... my first tome. (The Way Things Ought 
view carries the profound message of conser- _to Be continues its brisk sales in paperback.) 
vatism into the hotbed, as it were, of liberal- _Alll this success is setting new standards in 
ism — calls me “the heavyweight champion _ the industry. I want to express my deepest 
of the airwaves.” The Economist, gratitude to you, my audience, for 
the respected British periodical, all of this, and in fact have done so 
touts me as “NAFTA’s improbable RUSH in Chapter 3 of See, I Told You So: 
sayiour” (a little London editorial “The power of You: You make it 
spelling, there). An excellent cover STAT Work.” None of my achievements 
story in The New Republic reports would haye been possible without 
that my audience is more diverse 3 you. T never want to forget this. 
than Letterman’s. The serious a And, clichéd as it may seem as I 
print press has been getting it . continue to point this out, you 
right. But the most extraordinary mean more to me than I can tell 
news concerns See, J Told You So, you. Thank you all. 
a TT 


FOOTLOOSE 

I have information thar must 
be tied into the national 
health care debate. A recent 
study reveals that women 
make up the overwhelming 
majority of foot surgery patients 
— because they wear their shoes 
too tight. Orthopedic surgeon 
Michael Coughlin, who disclosed 
his shocking findings at this year's 
Science Writers’ Seminar, studied 
over 2000 foot surgeries during a 15- 
year period. He found that 769 
women — compared to a mere 








chase shoes that fit. 

We know that women are going to buy 
tight shoes. They are just going to do it. You 
can’t stop them. Women need “Safe Sox” 
Education. Who is going to pay for this 
massive program for victimized women? 
Those who have benefitted the most, 
of course: men. After all, who 
x makes women 

. wear high heels? 
Men do — so 
they can better 
ogle che curve 

of the female 
leg. Think 




















46 men — required operations about ir. Next 

for bunions or deformities of * ie ae ee 
ir bi joints, and 265° # ie 

their big toe joints, an a ; abe ee 


women — compared 
to only 38 men — suf 
fered nerve damage in 
their feet. All because 
women refused to pur- 


men's shoes, 


~* man is a woman's 
Bos Lara ros Ther Leseaucn Larva - 


A sampling of my genius, to be widely quoted and disseminated 





Give A Hoot 

What's in a name, my 
friends? Political correctness 
and idiocy, if you survey col- 
leges across the fruited plain. 
The latest example can be 
found in Georgia — where 
protests have forced the 
Kennisaw State Owls to 
change the team mascot — 
as well as the names of the 
Hooter Dome and the 
Hooter Stadium. 

Forgetting that owls com- 
municate with each other by 
hooting, enlightened educa- 
tors and students insisted 
that the word “hooters” is a 
slang term for women's 
breasts. Susan Butler, an 
assistant professor and — get 
this — “wellness coordina- 
tor,” whatever the heck that 
is, argued that to “disrespect 
women hurts their health in 
terms of self-esteem.” 

So, if we follow the pro- 
fessorette’s logic, not only is 
the name “Hooters” political- 
ly incorrect ... it is also 
responsible for causing illness 
in women. Folks, cross your 
fingers that no one leaked 
this to Hillary Clinton ... or 
the Hooter Effect will have 
to be covered by the health 
care plan. 


Riot Errect 
My friends, another trend 
of the 1980s has been 
reversed ... and | for one just 
can't understand it, After a 
decade of record-breaking 
growth (during the ceevil 
80s), between 1991 and 
1992 the population of Los 
Angeles dropped. Some 
68,000 people threw in the 
towel, said adios (a little 
Spanish lingo, there) and left 
the City of Angels. City 
planners said the decline 
continued 








could be linked to continu- 
ing economic troubles ... 
and, if you can believe it, to 
the riots which followed the 
Rodney King verdict. 

Now how can this be? Do 
you seriously expect me to 
swallow the idea that people 
would move out of the city 
that gave us Maxine Waters? 
Do you mean people would 
actually get fed up with 
crime, drive-by shootings, 
gangs, drugs, high taxes and 
riots? You people who left: I 
hope you realize how selfish 
you are. How dare you 
can't you feel the pain of 
those you left behind? 

You benefited most in the 
eighties, and just because of a 
“civil disturbance” and a rot- 
ten economy, you just pack 
up and leave. What kind of 
example do you think you're 
setting for other cities — say 
Miami, for example. Or 
Tampa. Hmmm? 


Foon FiGHT 
Since the dawn of cre- 
ation, the answer has eluded 
women of every race, creed 
and culture. That is, until 
now. The mighty New York 
Times has figured out the rea- 
son women’s diets don't work 
. why women who lose 
weight gain it back. The 
answer: cold-blooded, insen- 
sitive men. The Times de- 
lights in the claim of New 
York physician Howard 
Shapiro, that most husbands 
are “saboteurs.” Diet sabo- 
teurs, who “persist in bring- 
ing snack foods and desserts 
into the home.” Shapiro says 
that these villains reward 
their wives for losing weight 
by taking them to fancy 
Testaurants — where, we as- 
sume, the wives lose self-con- 
trol and gorge themselves. 
According to the article, 
women do everything they 
can to support a man when 
he is dieting. So why would 
these terrible, evil, selfish 
men treat their wives in such 
a horrid manner? Simple. 
Men love to sce their wives 
unhappy. It gives them a 
sense of normalcy. And let's 
not forget the inherent 
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IN THE WILD 

Folks, it’s getting 
ugly in the San Fran- 
cisco Bay area. Booby 
traps are being set, van- 
dalism is occurring, 
and tempers are 
boiling over, Gang 
warfare? No, the 
vicious battle is 
being waged be- 
tween two groups 
of nature lovers. 
Self-righteous, pure, at- 
one-with-the-universe, nature 
lovers. The Bikers against the 
Hikers. And by bikers I don’t 
mean those with leather jackets; I 
mean the preppie types who put on those funny- 
looking latex shorts to ride bicycles. 

A bunch of cyclists constructed a two-mile 
trail they called “the New Paradigm” in a remote 
wilderness area, This enraged hikers, who 
claimed that the seriousness, quiet,.and beauty of 


nature of men. One wife says 


coerced into having sex while 


Potice CONGRESS 

Robert B. Reichhhh, speaking to the AFLCIO, 
vowed to turn “the Department of Labor into an 
agency of law enforcement.” Reich said that min- 
imum wage laws, fair labor standards, child labor 
laws, and occupational and safety regulations 
haven't been enforced for years. Oh, really?? If he 
is serious about being labor's new Tough Guy, I 
know where he can start; with Congress, They've 
exempted themselves from laws everyone else 
must obey; qwo Civil Rights Acts, the Freedom of 
Information Act, the Age Discrimination Act, the 
Minimum Wage laws, OSHA regulations, and the 
Ethics in Government Act! Who better than 
Congress to headline the next episode of 
“America’s Most Wanted”? 










nature is disturbed by people on 
“machines.” So the at-one-with- 
nature hikers got together with local 
environmental wackos and booby- 
trapped the path, rigging logs to tumble 
down on any unsuspecting 
cyclist who ventured by. 
Signs forbidding bikes 
were put up, and 
money was raised to 
have the trail covered so 
bikers couldn't use it, 
All to no ayail 
The at-one-with- 
nature bikers are a 


(i i 
; 7, mean bunch, too. 
eG They cleared the 
¥ path again and 


tossed out the signs. 

Folks, we need Janet 

Reno to send in 

the tanks to settle 

this ... before these peaceful nature lovers end up 
killing somebody. 


name, who insisted on a trial. 
Donnellan testified that 


that “men want what they want 
when they want it” — without 
caring how their appetites 
affect other people around 
them. The only surprise in The 
Times’ latest journey into psy- 
chobabble is that they didn't 


blame “the twelve years of 


Reagan and Bush.” 


Date Rape Uppate 

Some of the most absurd 
feminist thinking you'll ever 
hear is in the cover story about 
“Sexual Correctness” in a 
recent issue of Newsweek. Mary 
Koss, professorette of psycholo- 
gy at the University of Arizona, 
argues that date rape should 
include women who have been 


intoxicated. “The law punishes 
the drunk driver who kills a 
pedestrian,” says Mary Koss, 
“and likewise the law needs to 
be there to protect the drunk 
woman from the driver of the 
penis.” There is bad news for 
the nimble-brained profes- 
sorette ... from England. Re- 
cently a British Court cleared a 
male student of date-raping a 
fellow student who was drunk 
when the incident took place. 
The woman, whose name can- 
not be released by law, told 
school authorities thar Austen 
Donnellan raped her while she 
was drunk. She did not go to 
police. Ir was Mr. Donnellan, 
in an effort to clear his good 


the woman picked him up. 
She initiated sex, and was 
enthused and aware during 
sex. Donnellan said he would 
never have had sex with her if 
she was unconscious “like a 
piece of dead meat.” The 
woman admitted she was too 
drunk to remember exactly 
what happened, and Don- 
nellan won the case. But 
London feminists are outraged. 
Mary Koss will be outraged, 
too, when word of this gets 
out. So if you know the 
professorette, help her 
cope with the news. Give 
her a drink ... and make 
ica stiff one. 
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“There is no reason to characterize 
this as a tax.” 
— Robert B. REICH, LABOR SECRETARY, ON 
CLINTON HEALTH CARE PLAN REQUIRING EMPLOY- 
ERS TO PAY 80 PERCENT OF EMPLOYEES’ HEALTH 


“The Supreme Court robing room has 
for the first time a women's restroom 
equal in size to the men's.” 

— SupreMe Court Justice RUTH BADER 
GINSBURG, QUOTED IN 


THE WALL STREET JOURNAL INSURANCE COSTS, THOUGH GOVERNMENT 
You've certainly made a splash, MANDATES THE AMOUNT AND GOVERNMENT 
Justice Ginsburg. MANDATES HOW IT CAN BE SPENT, QUOTED IN 


THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
What should we call it? Contribution? 
Investment? Premium? These people are run- 
ning out of swindles, 


“T can’t give them back their social programs 
— I just don’t have the money. But! can 
give them back Haiti.” 

— BILL CLINTON, QUOTED BY SYNDICATED 
COLUMNIST MarY MCGRORY, REFERRING TO THE 
CONGRESSIONAL BLACK Caucus 
Give them back Haiti? I didn't know the 
Black Caucus owned Haiti. 


“I would never knowingly do anything, 
that would cost a job. That's not the 
business I’m in,” 
— Bit Cunton, Sr Louis Posr DisparcH 
Could have fooled me. 


NAT RA Se 


“We're a racist nation.” 
_ — TED DANSON, DEFENDING HIS PERFORMANCE 
| _ IN BLACKFACE AND SHOUTING RACIAL SLURS AT 
THE) Wioort GoupBeRs FRIARS CLUB ROAST, 
rie quoreD IN THe New ‘York Daity News 
Pm OB 


“By any measurement, the ethical standards 
of the Clinton presidency are superior to its 
two predecessors’.” 
— Atpert R. HUNT IN 
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL An 
More evidence, folks, that there are no stan-_ 
dards in liberalism. 7 





_ “If there isn’t any more information “A 
available, there isn't any more 
__ information available.” ‘Ab. # 
. | —JERFERY'S, GUTMAN, Justice Dear 
LAWYER, EXPLAINING WHY MRS, CLINTON'S _ 
"HEALTH CARE TASK FORCE FAILED TO KEEP 
_ ACCURATE PAYROLL RECORDS, EXPENSE VOUCHERS 
OR MEETING MINUTES, GUTMAN ADMITTED 
NN, DURING TAPING OF ‘THAT THE ADMINISTRATION CANNOT DETERMINE 
fe Seni RGUMENT | WHO SERVED ON THE TASK FORCE, WHAT 
sat Ae 3 MEMBERS DID OR IF THEY COMPLIED WITH ik 
atly y renewed my — CONFLICT: ‘OF-INTEREST AND FINANCIAL 
: Sree fra a. "DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS, AS REPORTED IN 
oa eae 5 The WASHINGTON Ties — aa 
3 Just let citizen try that line on the 1RS. 
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I, REFERRING 1 TO ATHREE- 
nie THE! Wurre House, : 
a New Yors Dany News 
there he goes to think about | —Grormey Fircer, DR. 
wiinimum wage. Sead = ae 
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IRONIES 

Let’s see how alert you 
people are. 
1. Anybody notice that the 
people in your face about the 
right to privacy when it comes 
to abortion, were the same 
people in Senator Bob Pack- 
woods face demanding he turn 
over his private diaries to the 
Senate so they could investigate 
charges of sexual harassment? 
2. Anybody notice that the 
people who demand thar every 
aspect of the Tailhook episode 
be investigated and prosecuted, 
are strangely silent when ir 
comes to investigating the loss 
of life and humiliation our ser- 
vicemen endured in the 
Somalia screw-up? 
3. Anybody notice thar Tom 
Foley recently claimed mem- 
bers of Congress can discrimi- 
nate against gays in hiring, but 
if you own a business you can 
be sued for exercising the same 
prerogative? 
4. Anybody notice that the 
President is no longer claiming 
that savings from his health 
care package will go toward 
reducing the deficit? 
5. Anybody notice that the 
Clinton Administration isn't 
calling this the worst economy 
in fifty years now that they're 
in power ... though consumer 
confidence is plummeting? 
6. Anybody notice that be- 
sides accepting blame for the 
Waco burning, Janet Reno 
hasn't really done much except 
threaten to censor TV? 
7. Finally, anybody notice 
that President Clinton's single 
accomplishment since being 
elected ... is that he raised your 
taxes? Anybody notice that? 





“Rush Limbaugh is a good 
deejay, but he sure talks 
alot between records.” 











There ought not be any question about why we have the foreign policy 
confusion we do Here is the umbrella under which falls everything 
else. If you don't understand thts, what's going on with this 
Administration will seem like hieroglyphics to you 


THE Use OF FORCE 


Y FRIENDS, WHAT YOU SEE ON THE WORLD STAGE 

today, the foreign policy debacles and missteps in 

Somalia, Haiti, Bosnia, is precisely what you get 

with people who have all their lives held the United 
States military and the use of force in contempt. These are the 
people who burned their draft cards, who fled to Canada, who led 
anti-American protests overseas. They are the people who turned 
on to drugs and cuned out of responsibility in the sixties. These are 
the people who are running this Administration. 

You have to understand the mindset of 
these people in their formative years. To 
them, the United States military is com- 
prised of warmongers. The generals are 
bloodthirsty leaders of warmongers. To this 
crop of leadership, the United States mili- 
tary has always been the primary agent of 
U.S. imperialism. We conquer; we impose 
our will on people; we kill people; we use 
the CIA and the FBI for illicit, underground 
purposes. (We'll not talk about Janet Reno 
and Waco right now.) 

These people grew up detesting the exis- 
tence of the military, detesting the use of 
military force. To them, the way to have 
peace is literally to fly kites, to plant seeds, and when they sprout, 
send them to kids growing up in the country of your enemies. 
Float candles lighted for peace down rivers. In these people's 
minds, there are no absolutes. There's no right and wrong, no 
good and bad, no evil — other than Reagan and conservatism, 
and I'm not making a joke. 

These people still haven't come to the conclusion that Pol Por 
and the North Vietnamese were the enemy. They think we are. 
They do not understand the fact that there are enemies out there, 
people who want to see the end of America. Or if they do under- 
stand it, they think we deserve it. 

Look at what the World War II generation did. Fought World 
War II and the Korean War, funded the Cold War. They sacrificed 
more than this current leadership has ever been asked to sacrifice, 
all for their country, their children, their grandchildren. 

And for this? For a bunch of people who are convinced that 
what they fought for wasn't worth it? Who never believed that the 
Soviet Union was an enemy in the first place? Who would just as 
soon have done everything to appease them? Who to this day 
think the United States’ use of force is the only evil in the world? 
To them, the United States military is nothing but a bunch of red- 
necked hicks who joined the military because they like going out 
and killing people. 

Go wy this. Ask the question of any in this Administration: 
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way to have peace is 
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“Do you agree that the purpose of the military is to kill people and 
break things?” They won't agree. You'll get nothing but liberal gob- 
bledygook and psychobabble. 

The U.S. military has a mission. It is all or nothing with every 
mission. There is no compromise. There is no gray area. There is 
no “Well, maybe.” It’s go for it all or don't go at all. That's why 
people who know what they're doing don't send the military in 
until it’s time to go for it all, and it’s the last thing you do. 

We've got people in charge, Commander-in-Chief on down, 
who haven't the slightest idea what the military's existence is for, 
how to program it or deploy it. That's how you can have Defense 
Secretary Les Aspin ask Congress, “Well, you guys got any ideas?” 
And that’s how Secretary of State Warren Christopher can come 
out of a meeting and say, “Well, we just weren't focused on this, 
but we're getting focused now.” Compare this with Desert Storm 
and you tell me what can happen in a matter of two years. 

The military takes orders. Never forget that. Who's giving 
them, 4mmm? The Commander-in-Chief 
— or, with this Administration, it is often 
the United Nations. The United Nations 
are the good people. They're peacekeepers. 
They want to go to hot spots around the 
world and make people get along. This 
Administration is comprised of people who 
really believe that conflict is solved by hay- 
ing everybody get a major in it in college: 
Conflict Resolution 101. These are the peo- 
ple who believe that good intentions are the 
solution to human conflict. These people 
still have no understanding that the aggres- 
sor sets the rules. 


HIS IS A DANGEROUS WORLD. THE UNITED STATES IS 

a nation at great risk, and we are downsizing our 

defenses while we expand the military's role, so as to 

make them more vulnerable. We may as well have Jane 
Fonda sitting at the anti-aircraft guns here, folks. 

Look, have you forgotten the ferocity of the anti-war move- 
ment in this country? Have you forgotten its aim was to penalize 
the U.S. military? Have you forgotten that these people were con- 
vinced America was unjust and immoral? Have you forgotten how 
the actions of protesters probably resulted in the deaths of more 
U.S. soldiers in Vietnam because they gave aid and comfort to the 
North Vietnamese? 

I was 15 when these people were blowing up the Bank of 
America building in California. I understood this bunch. I never 


| was fooled by it. I never wanted to be part of it. And I've under- 


stood the psychology of these people for decades and I'm not 
wrong about it. People say, “Oh, they were just kids, just students, 
you've got to look the other way.” No. They were anti-American, 
That was what drove them. And the focus of their 
rage was the U.S. military. 

And now these are the people who are in 
charge. Once you understand that, and know 
what it means, you will keep the United States 
military in your prayers. 


Continued from page 3 

percent of high school students say they 
have sex by the time they graduate. 
America has, in fact, the highest rates of 
teen pregnancy, abortion and childbirth in 
the industrialized world. The Guttmacher 
Institute reports that every year three 
million American teenagers — one out of 
eight — acquire a sexually transmitted 
disease. In just ten years, from 1981 to 
1991, syphilis cases in girls aged 15 to 
19 doubled. 

When I contemplate these numbers, 
ladies and gentlemen, I become furious. 
Every one of these statistics represents 
untold heartache and tragedy. They 
add up to millions of ruined lives, vast 
squandered resources, enormous wasted 
human potential, 


UT, MY FRIENDS, IS ANY OF 

this a shock? To listen to the 

pundits and authorities on the 

left, you would think ir all a 
profound mystery, the result of inexplica- 
ble, inexorable historical forces beyond 
anyone's power to decipher, control or 
thwart. It is simply that modern life is far 
more “complex” and “dangerous” than any 
other time. No one in human history has 
faced such “pressures.” 

If they reach for any answer at all, it is 
the liberal playbook’s clichéd answer to all 
problems: more money. Poverty is the 
cause of crime, they say. Unwed teenagers, 
it is claimed, have babies because they are 
“disadvantaged.” So 
the liberal solution: 
we need “funding”; 
we need government 
programs. Blame is 
laid at the feet — or 
should I say pocket 
— of the taxpaying 
public, who are 
characterized as 
heartless and cruel 
because “we want 
these problems fixed 
but we just don’t 
want to pay for it.” 

That won't wash, 
and I am sick to 
death of hearing 
this. According to 
the Heritage Foun- 
dation, the Amer- 
ican taxpayer gives 
$184 billion to the 
“disadvantaged” every year. That's about 
$10,500 for every poor household in the 
country. Though government social 
spending at the federal level has 





cost taxpayers $5 trillion — $5 srillion — 
the poverty remains entrenched, and the 
social pathologies grow much worse. 

So we are treated to a blizzard of 
bureaucratic responses absurd on their 
face: Let's distribute condoms. Let's give 


junkies clean needles, Let's put more metal 


detectors in the schools. Let's regulate fic- 
tonal violence on television. Let's 
make people wait five days for 
every gun purchase. Let's tax bul- 
lets. These are the proposals 
of an intellectually dishon- 
est, morally bankrupt 
liberal elite. 

They are atcemprt- 
ing to deflect the 


truth, And the 
truth is, there 
is a direct link fl 


between the ideo- 
logical prescriptions 
they themselves have 
instituted over the 
past thirty years and 
the appalling devasta- 
tion we see around us. 
Friends, whose ideas have 
governed public policy in 
the criminal justice system, 
the welfare system, the 
public education system? 
Without exception, it is 
the theories of the social 
scientists of the left. Here 












SEPARATION OF 
CHURCH & STATE 


we have simple cause and effect. Every | 


social program of 
this generation has 
been conceived, in- 
stituted and man- 


and liberal directive. 
My charge is un- 
wavering: every sec- 
tor of society in 


has 
the domination 
of liberalism for a 
generation. 

The elites have 
assaulted every 
American _ insti- 
tution, and are 
stunned when the 


They have celebrat- 
ed the unfettered 


| expression of every brand of sex, and are 


shocked at a population ravaged by sexual 
disease. They have sneered at virtue, and 
are scandalized by youth without yalues. 
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aged according to | 
liberal philosophy | 


breakdown today | 
been under | 


institutions collapse. 





They have derided authority, and are 
amazed ar lawlessness. They have demo- 
nized men, and are astounded ar disrespect 
for women. They have liberated society 
from the bounds of tradition, and are 
affronted when society dissolves. 
Folks, we have been on the receiving 
end of a vast experiment; what will happen 
to a culture if we remove the underpin- 
nings of morality? 
This is precisely what you get. 
You get anarchy and soul- 
lessness. You get danger 
and menace. In the 
name of “freedom” 
you get a nation of 
citizens unable to 
exit their homes, 
Yet who do 
the liberal elites 
in this country 
consider to be 
the problem? 


Who are their 
villains? Religious 
people. 


Listen to Robert 
H. Meneilly, writing on 
the op-ed page of the 
venerable New York 
Times: “The religious 
right confronts us with 
a threat far greater than 
the old threat of 
Communism.” Eric T. 
Schneiderman, also in the New York 
Times, opines: “The Christian Coalition is 
one of the most dangerous forces on the 
American scene today.” Ditto Peter 
Laarman, warning the Times’ readers of 
“the repressive designs of militant religion- 
ists — Protestant Bible chumpers and their 
new-found Roman Catholic allies.” 





N THE RECENT GUBERNATORIAL RACE 

in Virginia, in a virulent spasm of 

what can only be called raw bigotry, 

religious people were castigated for 
daring to organize and take part in the 
political process. All across the country, 
state teachers associations have organized 
workshops to combat this “insidious” 
movement of citizens of faith who actually 
want to have a say in how their children 
are educated. To listen to many liberals, 
youd think thar religious zealots stalk the 
land, ready and willing to devour the Bill 
of Rights. 

The problem, for liberals, is that reli- 
gious folks are starting to have some signif- 
icant political successes. Let's look, for 
example, at the recent New York City 
school board elections — in the wake of 





the infamous Rainbow “Heather Has Two 
Mommies” and “Daddy's Roommate” 
Curriculum. The Christian Coalition 
combined forces with the Roman Catholic 
church to educate voters on candidates’ 
views, And guess what? Over 60 percent of 
conservative candidates were elected. 

Liberals are dismayed that ordinary par- 
ents in New York City, the heartland of 
liberalism, actually agreed with these reli- 
gious “extremists” in favor of teaching chil- 
dren abstinence, opposed to the condom 
distribution and so-called Aips education. 
How can this be? 

This ts a direct threat co liberalism’s 
power, and liberals know tt 


Y FRIEND BILL BENNETT 

writes in his brilliant 

book, The De-Valuing 

of America. “During my 
tenure as U.S. Secretary of Education, 
nothing I said seemed more unforgivable 
than my good words about religion. | 
was attacked as an ‘ayatollah’ when | 
supported voluntary school prayer — 
and the posting of the Ten Command- 
ments in schools.” 

Folks, the hysterical reaction by the left 
when confronted with religion is very 
telling. Survey after survey shows that a 
majority of ordinary Americans 
believe in God, We are, in fact, 
among the most religious coun- 
tries in the world. According 
toa 1991 City University of 
New York study, nearly 
90 percent of “us 
identify ourselves as 
Christians or Jews; 
only 7.5 percent 
claim no reli- 
gion at all. 

Yet men- 
tion God ina 
discussion with 
liberals, and it’s like 
throwing a lighted match 
into a gas tank. “You have 
your values and | have mine!” 
they explode. “You have no 
night to dictate to me your notion of nght 
and wrong! Don't you realize we live in a 
pluralistic society, you ignorant slob! 
Racist! Bigot! Homophobe! Member of the 
religious right!” 

These people are very fond of talking 
about the constitutional “separation of 
church and state” — to the point that it 
becomes clear they really believe in the 
separation of church from everything. 
They have obvious affection for the First 
Amendment clause: “Congress shall make 





no law respecting an establishment of reli- 
gion,” but not nearly so much allegiance 
to the next phrase: “... or 
prohibiting the free exer- 
cise thereof.” 
Intellectuals on the 
left, wherever you find 
them, are very consistent 
on one point: they will all 
tell you chat there is no 
objective or universal 
truth. If there 1s one credo 
of liberals in the untversi- 
ty, it is this. So any reli- 


Let's distribute 
condoms. Let's 
give junkies 
clean needles. 
Let's tax bullets. 


snipers from the belfry? Or avoided dri- 
ving through a neighborhood because you 
were afraid your car might 
be set upon by Yeshiva stu- 
dents ? 

I, for one, am con- 
vinced that America needs 
more God. 

The great 17th-century 
French philosopher Blaise 
Pascal once wrote: “Every 
man has a God-shaped 
hole in his heart.” And 
I think Pascal was correct. 


gious person, or any These are the Spiritual hunger ts ar- 
mention of religion in dis- proposals of guably one of humanity's 
cussion, 1s, by definition, a essential driving forces — 
direct attack. God, in a morally as compelling as physical 


every religious tradition, is 
Creator, and Almighty, 
and — here's the rub — 
God is Judge. 
No wonder these people 
don’t want God brought 
into the discussion. The 
intensity of their emo- 
tion on the point is 
revealing. These are 
people expending a 
great deal of energy 
defending be- 
havior that is, 
plain and sim- 
ple, wrong. 
I think they 
know it. And 
I think, my 
S\ friends, chat 
} they're actually 
quite worried 
that “che re- 
S ligious right” 
may be right. 
We need not 
car religious people. 
When was the last time 
you walked by a full 
church on a Sunday 
morning and ducked 


























bankrupt elite. 


hunger. 

James Madison wrote: 
“We have staked the whole 
future of the American ciy- 
ization, not upon the power of govern- 
ment, far from it. We have staked the 
future ... upon the capacity of each and all 
of us to govern ourselves, to control our- 
selves, to sustain ourselves, according ro 
the Ten Commandments of God,” 


T IS A SIMPLE IDEA, REALLY. WE 

can keep going as we have been, and 

watch America disappear. Or we can 

admit each child is born with a soul, 
and a conscience, that — once shaped by 
moral teaching — can sustain his judg- 
ment for a lifetime. 

Our society once knew how to conduct 
itself. A generation ago, leaving doors 
unlocked, walking safely down the street, 
schools without assault weapons — all of 
these were the norm. In living memory, 
two parent families were standard. 

And it is not unenlightened nostalgia 
to believe it can happen again. | am con- 
vinced that the lessons of the last 30 years 
are so obvious to the vast majority of 
American citizens that they will never 
again allow their faith to be censored. God 
bless you, 


To subscribe, call 1-800-457-4141 
You are on the Limbaugh Information Superhighway. 
Liberals please add a $14.95 toll charge. 
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Send requests and appreciation to: 
Pina ry-lurtel Ree MV) 


Other social media coming soon! 


